[E] 


[F] 


[G] 


If there was one who knows his own handwriting and the handwriting 
of his fellow, and one whom no one except his fellow knows, is his 
fellow combined with one from the street to testify of him? 


R. Zeira [in the name of] Rab Huna in the name of Rab: “He and 
another are not combined [to testify] concerning the signature of the 
second witness.” 


We need not inquire about a case in which there were two [witnesses], 
of the handwriting of one of which everyone knows and of the 
handwriting of the other of which no one except his fellow knows. Is 
his fellow treated as is one from the street to testify of him? For, if so, 
the result would be that the entire testimony is established by one 
witness! [So that is no problem. ] 


[H] R. Judah said, “And it is right. Behold, if two went out from a 
certain city where the majority are non-Jews, like this Susita, and 
in the case of one everyone knows that he is an Israelite, and in the 
case of the other, no one knows him but his fellow, — should his 
fellow be treated like one from the street to testify of him? If you 
say yes, is not the result that the entire testimony is established by 
one witness? So here also the result would be that the entire 
testimony is established by one witness?” 


[I] We learned There: The officer said to them, go and see if the 
time for slaughtering has come. If it has come, the one who 
perceives it says “‘it is daylight” [M. Yoma 3:1]. 


[J] What is daylight? 
[K] The morning star. 


[L] There they say, “the morning star shines,” [which means in 
Palestinian Aramaic] “the morning star shines.” 


[M] And is [the statement of] one witness sufficient? 
[N] Z is a different case here, for you are able to verify it. 


[O] But should one not take account of the possibility that while 
another witness goes up to check, and comes back down, the 
light has come? 


[P] It is easy enough to recognize deceit in such a case [for if he is 
telling the truth, it should be getting lighter]. 


